Inspector Stanley testified that he took an air  reading
at   the  last  permanent  stopping in  the intake  side of  the  unit
and found 13,824  cfm  CTr.   41).     He  took  an  air   reading on  the
return  air side and  found 11,742  cfm  (see  Exh.   G-4A-P,  upper
left  side).

Rowans  testified that he observed the area   after the
explosion and found five temporary  stoppings as   shown  in
Exhibit R-3-P,  and that he made notes  and  a diagram of  his
observation when he  exited  the mine after  he inspected the
area.     He also testified that,   in his opinion,   Inspector
Stanley  could not have measured 11,742   cfm in  the return  if
there were a  gap in the air locks  because  the air leakage
would have  caused a much lower  reading*

Barton  testified that he knew the fifth temporary
stopping was in place because he look a  group of  teachers
through  the area that morning and he observed  that all of  the
temporary  stoppings   (shown in Exhibit R-3-P)  were in place
CTr.   135).

The MSHA  inspectors  entered the mine  with  management
representatives Rowans and Barton   (and  others)   and talked  to
them at different  times while they made  their  accident
investigation.    However,   the  inspectors  did not   tell  the
management  representatives what  citations   or orders would  be
issued until   they all  left  the  unit where   the  explosion had
occurred.

Rowans  testified that,  when Inspector  Stanley told
Rowans and Barton  that he would be issuing an order for  a
violation concerning the air locks,   Barton  immediately
objected,   stating that  the air locks were  there,   but Rowans
interrupted him,   saying,   "I know what he's   talking about.   ***
They're not in a  straight line."  and with  that,   Inspector
Stanley went on to  the next  charge   (Tr.   191).

I  find that  there was not a  clear  communication to
management  representatives when  Inspector  Stanley  told them
what  the mine would  be charged with   concerning  the air  locks.
They  did not  understand  that  he was  contending  that  there was
a  gap in the air locks,  and even the  written charge did  not
make that clear.    Had  Inspector Stanley made  it  clear  to
Rowans  and Barton that he was contending that  there was gap
in  the air locks that would let air escape,   they would have
had an opportunity to ask him    to go  back to the  area with
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